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1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over DE 
2420329 to Continental (newly cited) taken in view of [Henley (US 3,475,254) or the 
admitted prior art]. 

DE '329 to Continental discloses a transfer apparatus (7 in fig. 2) for a belt tread 
assembly that, after assembly of the belt and tread, apparently also transfers the belt 
tread assembly to a carcass being manufactured after collapse of drum 5 (note esp. the 
last three lines of the marked portion on page 2 of the supplied machine translation). 
Although forming the primary green tire carcass, and bonding to the tread when the 
carcass is inflated in a toroidal shape, are not specifically described, such represents 
the standard, typical and obvious assembly operation of the belt/tread to the tire carcass 
- Henley (esp. fig. 29) and the admitted prior art (esp. paragraph [0002] on page 1 of the 
specification) are exemplary. As to the transfer apparatus holding the tread in a manner 
that allows a center portion to swell, note the space illustrated in the bottom half of fig. 2 
between the tread and the segments "34". As to the plural holding members, note 
segments "34". As to the divided holding surfaces, note divided surfaces "35" in fig. 2. 

As to the width of each of the divided holding surfaces being 5 to 30% of the 
inner belt width, to patentably distinguish the fig. 2 apparatus structure, one would have 
to conclude that the holding elements "35" have a width less than 1/20 (5%) of the width 
of the inner belt (9) and a cursory review of fig. 2 reveals that they would have a width 
well larger than 1/20 of the belt width. Likewise, the elements "35" are illustrated to 
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have a width well less than the upper limit of about 1/3 (30%) of the belt width. A width 
consistent with the claimed range is therefore considered to be disclosed. Further, even 
if it were deemed that DE '329, in lacking a description of specific numerical ranges, 
does not expressly disclose a structure that would meet the claimed range, forming the 
transfer apparatus to have a width of the holding elements "35" within the claimed range 
would have been obvious given the guidance provided by the fig. 2 depiction (which 
suggests the elements "35" have a width of about 1/5 (20%) of the tread/belt width), 
taken with the functional description of the elements "35" as seal elements. In other 
words, guided by the desire to assure adequate sealing with the tread, and following the 
general relative size guidance provided by fig. 2, the ordinary artisan would have been 
expected to select a seal width sufficiently large that a seal is assured regardless of 
variations in the tread material, the claimed range being sufficiently broad to read on 
what would have been obvious following this selection. 

As to the last four lines of claim 1 , DE '329 includes a pair of holding surfaces 
"35" separated from each other in the width direction and the pair of holding surfaces 
abut against two ends of the belt/tread assembly (note the engagement of "35" with the 
tread in the bottom half of fig. 2) in much the same manner/configuration as the holding 
surfaces 8a and 8b are described as holding the "ends" of the belt tread assembly in 
applicant's fig. 3. A method as required by claim 1 would therefore have been obvious. 
3. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over DE 2420329 to Continental. 
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As to claim 8, DE '329 discloses a transfer apparatus including plural holding 
members (segments "34") having divided holding surfaces ("35" in fig. 2), a width of 
within 5-30% being suggested or obvious for the same reasons advanced in the 
preceding rejection above. Additionally, it should be noted that insofar as this claim is 
directed to the transfer apparatus itself, this relative width range is most likely met as a 
belt width can be defined such that the claimed ratio is met. In other words, as this 
claimed width range is relative to a element that is not part of the apparatus, and since 
the transfer apparatus would be capable of holding a tread with almost any width belt, 
this width requirement would not distinguish almost any chosen seal width. As to the 
last four lines of claim 8, DE '329 includes a pair of holding surfaces "35" separated 
from each other in the width direction and the pair of holding surfaces are designed to 
abut against two ends of the belt/tread assembly (note the engagement of "35" with the 
tread in the bottom half of fig. 2) in much the same manner/configuration as the holding 
surfaces 8a and 8b are described as holding the "ends" of the belt tread assembly in 
applicant's fig. 3. A transfer apparatus as required by claim 8 is therefore anticipated or 
obvious from DE '329. 

4. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection necessitated by the amendment to especially the last 4 lines of 
claims 1 and 8. 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Geoffrey L. Knable whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1220. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on 571-272-1226. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Geoffrey L. Knable/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

G. Knable 
April 22, 2009 



